what was happening to his science. He answered (manifesting no pleasure), that some sciences were theoretically exhausted, including linguistics" (Smirnov, 1995: 3) ). Symptomatically, in those critical 1990ies the concept of "dynamic" typology by A.E. Kibrik was published; his monograph (Kibrik, 1992) contains references to Iu.P. Rozhdestvenskii's "The Typology of Word" (Rozhdestvenskii, 1969) which to a large degree (Kosarev, 1978: 4) . The authors of the present paper once comprised that very student audience of G.P. Melʻnikov and their object as they see it is actualizing some of the scientist's speculations which remain in their memories, which have never been published as completed texts, but fully realize the explanatory and prognostic potential of his "system linguistics". "Interdependence of tiers in languages of Semitic system" (Melʻnikov, 1965) and "Relation of Semito-Hamitic languages to Indo-European and Ibero-Caucasian languages from the position of system linguistics" (Melʻnikov, 1977) . But later he often resumed the topic in his oral reports. For instance, there exists a record of his lecture of 1987, addressed to a wide audience. About a year before delivering the mentioned lecture, G.P. Melʻnikov had illustrated some principles of the "Semitic language system", namely, the following one: "… we have two types of signs; one type expresses actions and is basic in all respects, other signs are modifiers of those basic ones. So, if we trace the development of the Semitic language system and compare it to the Indo-European system, we shall see that in the Indo-European systems the basic roots sometimes concern action, and such roots often prevail, but there is plenty of other roots (not verbal); as for Semitic languages, there a process took place of throwing away roots not naming action; they were either forgotten or reinterpreted, as the result, only words naming actions remained" (Melʻnikov, 1977: 139) . This 
